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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-5, 8-17, and 21-28 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection necessitated by claim 
amendments. 

2. In response to applicant's argument regarding the use of prior art reference, 
specifically Kirk et al. (US 5390238), the reference of Kirk is only relied upon for the 
teaching of a server having prescription database and a business logic to enable the 
user to write prescriptions. The reference of Kirk et al. is not relied upon for the 
teaching of a wireless voice activated retrieval system. Such a wireless voice activated 
retrieval system is already taught in Bennett et al. (US 6633846). 

3. In response to applicant's argument regarding the use Bennett et al. (US 
6633846) as a prior art of record, Bennett et al. teach a retrieval system that analyzes 
input spoken queries and presents matched documents stored at the server's database 
to the user. The system taught by Bennett et al. and the system taught in the claimed 
invention are functionally the same. The only difference is between these two 
inventions is that Bennett et al. does not teach a prescription database at the server. 
However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Bennett et al. by incorporating a prescription database rather than a 
general database at the server in order to provide prescription-related services. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. The limitation "the user interface containing 
specific workflow renderings of the speech in lists of viable form with one second or less 
recognition timings" (in section [0033]) fails to provide enough description to enable one 
of ordinary skill in the art to understand what the limitation is intended to do. Also, the 
specification fails to define "one second or less recognition timings" and fails to 
specifically describe how it is used. The examiner interprets that the claimed limitation 
mentioned above as a voice dialog menu employed in many IVR systems. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - (e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for 
patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by 
the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application 
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filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of 
an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claims 21-23, 25, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Bennett et al. (US 6633846). 

8. Regarding claim 21 , Bennett et al. disclose a speech recognition device for 
providing wireless communication with a connected client-server comprising: a speech- 
specific user interface for detecting the user's voice transmission, and displaying 
received data from a remotely connected server (col. 10, line 62 to col. 11, line 6, the 
display mode inherently includes a GUI), the user interface containing specific workflow 
rendering of the speech in lists of viable form (coL 36, lines 35-53), a recording 
apparatus for converting the voice transmission into a recorded data element (SRE of 
figures 2A-C), a communication apparatus for providing bi-directional wireless 
communication of the data stream with the server (figures 1-2). 

9. Regarding claim 22, Bennett et al. further disclose that the user interface is a 
graphical user interface having a graphical interfacing application for enabling viewable 
display of textual returned data (col. 10, line 62 to coL 11, line 6). 

1 0. Regarding claims 23 and 25, Bennett et al. further disclose that the server 
application further comprises a compression mechanism for compressing the first data 
stream, thereby enabling fast transmission of the data stream to the connected client- 
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server and a decompression mechanism for decompressing received data stream (col. 
16, line 55 to col. 17, line 9). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 27, Bennett et al. further disclose that the input/output device 
and voice recognition device is a wireless hand-held device (coL 10, lines 41-46). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 3. Claims 1 -5, 8-9, 1 1 , and 1 3-1 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bennett et al. (US 6633846) in view of Kirk et al. (US 5390238). 

14. Regarding claim 1 , Bennett et al. disclose a system for providing wireless voice 
activated data retrieval comprising: a server (element 180 of figure 1)\ a database 
(element 188 of figure 1)\ an input/output device, operably connected to the server, 
comprising a user interface having a recording apparatus, capable of recording the 
voice of a user to a data stream, and a communication apparatus, capable of enabling 
the exchange of information with the server (coL 10, line 62 to col. 11, line 24 or 
referring to figure 2A)\ the server being capable of receiving a transmitted data stream 
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from the input/output device, processing the transmitted data stream, exchanging data 
information with a recognition search engine, and transmitting a second data stream of 
matching recognized information to the database engine for a relational examination, 
then for user verification (figures 11A-C or referring to col. 24, line 48 to col. 25, line 67, 
relational analysis are being done in relational engine within the SQL server as 
mentioned in col. 19, lines 11-67); and a programming interface having a speech 
recognition search engine capable of generating the modified second data stream of 
recognized information such that the speech recognition engine converts the first data 
stream to an intermediate data element (col. 24, lines 48-65, these steps are done by 
software programs) and then generates the second data stream by searching and 
comparing information in the intermediate data element to information in a selected 
searchable data element and then retrieving and storing the matching information (col. 
25, lines 1-47, retrieved candidates are processed and compared to finally result in a 
single best candidate). 

Bennett et al. fail to specifically disclose a server having business logic enabling 
the user to write prescriptions electronically, and wherein the system is configured to 
enable prescription data retrieval and write a prescription electronically. However, Kirk 
et al. teach a server having business logic enabling the user to write prescriptions 
electronically (col. 3, lines 20-42 or refer to figures 1-2), and wherein the system is 
configured to enable prescription data retrieval and write a prescription electronically 
(col. 3, lines 20-42 or refer to figures 1-2). 
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Since Bennett et al. and Kirk et al. are analogous art because they are from the 
same field of endeavors, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to modify Bennett et al. by incorporating the teaching of Kirk et al. 
in order to reduce healthcare cost. 

15. Regarding claim 15, Bennett et al. disclose a method of wireless voice activated 
data retrieval, comprising the steps of: providing a data input/output device with a user 
interface, the user interface including a voice recording apparatus, for detecting and 
recording the user's voice (SRE 201 of figure 2A) and a communication apparatus, for 
enabling communication with a server (elements 202 and 203 of figure 2A); providing a 
server capable of exchanging information with the voice recognition apparatus (server 
side 180 in figure 1); providing data containing select information comprising a list of 
related terms such that the matching data contains related data (element 203 of figure 
2A or col. 25, line 62 to col. 26, line 3); providing a programming interface having a 
recognition engine capable of converting the first data stream into textual data and 
matching the textual data to the data element containing the selected list of information 
(col. 24, line 48 to col. 25, line 47, the recognition and comparing process are done with 
software programs); providing a database containing information such that matching 
data stream can be compared to the information to verify the accuracy of the matching 
(col. 19, lines 11-67); wherein, when a user speaks into the input/output device the user 
interface detects the voice and a first data stream is created and then communicated to 
the server (col. 10, line 41 to col. 11, line 10), the programming interface converts the 
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first data stream into textual data and compares the textual data to the stored 
information in the selected information database, matching data from the two sources 
and creating a second data stream for storing matched data, the matched data being 
communicated to said input/output device for data retrieval (col. 25, line 1-67, these 
steps are done with software programs). 

Bennett et al. fail to specifically disclose that the server has business logic 
enabling the user to write prescriptions electronically, and the information contained in 
the database at the server is prescription-related information. However, Kirk et al. teach 
a server having business logic enabling the user to write prescriptions electronically 
{col. 3, lines 20-42 or refer to figures 1-2), and the information contained in the database 
at the server is prescription-related information {col. 3, lines 20-42 or refer to figs 1-2). 

Since Bennett et al. and Kirk et al. are analogous art because they are from the 
same field of endeavors, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to modify Bennett et al. by incorporating the teaching of Kirk et al. 
in order to reduce healthcare costs . 

16. Regarding claims 2-5 and 1 7, Bennett et al. further disclose that the input/output 
device and voice recognition device is a wireless hand-held device (col. 10, lines 41- 
46), and the server is a speech-application-programming-interface compliant server 
(col. 26, lines 1-67), and wherein the recognition search engine is an automatic speech 
recognition (SRE 182 in figure 1, any speech recognition system that receives and 
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recognizes multiple-utterance input is automatic speech recognition), and wherein the 
server is connected to a wireless network (col. 10, lines 41-61). 

1 7. Regarding claims 8, and 1 3, Bennett et al. further a database having related 
information, thereby enabling the server to compare information in the second data file 
or stream of matching information to information stored in the database to verify the 
accuracy of the matching information (col. 19, lines 11-67). 

1 8. Regarding claims 9 and 1 1 , Bennett et al. further disclose that the server 
application further comprises a compression mechanism for compressing the first data 
stream, thereby enabling fast transmission of the data stream to the connected client- 
server and a decompression mechanism for decompressing received data stream (col. 
16, line 55 to col. 17, line 9). 

19. Regarding claim 14, Bennett et al. further disclose that the speech application- 
programming interface further comprises an application for learning speech dialects and 
different pronunciations of audibly transmitted information (col. 27, line 20 to col. 28, line 
3, grammars are dynamically loaded). 

20. Regarding claim 1 6, Bennett et al. further disclose that the user interface is a 
graphical user interface having a viewable display for displaying the received matching 
data (col. 1 1, lines 1-6). 
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21 . Claims 10 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bennett et al. (US 6633846) in view of Kirk et al. (US 5390238), and further in view 
of Kanevsky et al. (US 5953700). 

22. Regarding claims 1 0 and 1 2, the modified Bennett et al. fail to disclose that the 
server application further comprises an encryption mechanism for encrypting the first 
data stream, thereby enabling to provide for private and secure stream transmission to 
the connected client-server and a decryption mechanism using for decrypting received 
data stream. However, Kanevsky et al. teach that the server application further 
comprises an encryption mechanism for encrypting the first data stream, thereby 
enabling to provide for private and secure stream transmission to the connected client- 
server and a decryption mechanism using for decrypting received data stream (col. 5, 
lines 13-33, encryption/decryption are well-known in communication systems). 

Since the modified Bennett et al. and Kanevsky et al. are analogous art because 
they are from the same field of endeavors, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to further modify Bennett et al. by 
incorporating the teaching of Kanevsky et al. in order to secure voice and data 
communications. 

23. Claims 24 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bennett et al. (US 6633846) in view of Kanevsky et al. (US 5953700). 
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24. Regarding claims 24 and 26, Bennett et al. fail to disclose that the server 
application further comprises an encryption mechanism for encrypting the first data 
stream, thereby enabling to provide for private and secure stream transmission to the 
connected client-server and a decryption mechanism using for decrypting received data 
stream. However, Kanevsky et al. teach that the server application further comprises 
an encryption mechanism for encrypting the first data stream, thereby enabling to 
provide for private and secure stream transmission to the connected client-server and a 
decryption mechanism using for decrypting received data stream (coL 5, lines 13-33, 
encryption/decryption are well-known in communication systems). 

Since Bennett et al. and Kanevsky et al. are analogous art because they are from 
the same field of endeavors, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of invention to modify Bennett et al. by incorporating the teaching of 
Kanevsky et al. in order to secure voice and data communications. 

25. Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bennett 
et al. (US 6633846) in view of Cidon et al. (US 6269330). 

26. Regarding claim 28, Bennett et al. further disclose an indicating application 
capable of indicating the end of a voice transmission recording (coL 26, lines 49-64), but 
fail to disclose an indicating application capable of indicating the beginning of a voice 
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transmission recording. However, Cidon et al. teaches an indicating application capable 
of indicating the beginning of a voice transmission recording (col. 14, lines 6-8). 

Since Bennett et al. and Cidon et al. are analogous art because they are from the 
same field of endeavors, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to modify Bennett et al. by incorporating the teaching of Cidon et 
al. in order to improve processing accuracy of input command to enhance system's 
reliabilities. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Wallace et al. (US 6564121) disclose a system and method for 
drug dispensing that is considered pertinent to the claimed invention. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Huyen Vo whose telephone number is 703-305-8665. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 9-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Doris To can be reached on 703-305-4827. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Huyen X. Vo March 9, 2005 
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